
G O V E R N M E N T  OF T H E  ]STRICT OF COLUMBIA 
B O A R D  OF Z O N I N G  A D J U S T M E N T  

Application No. 13862 of :James 1 7 .  Stewart, pursuant to 
Paragraph 8307.11 of the Zoning Requlations, f o r  a variance 
from t h e  off-street parkinq requirements Sub-sec t ion  
7202.1) to use t h e  first, second and third f l o o r s  of .the 
smbiect premises as a t h r e e  unit apartment house in a C-?-P, 
District at the preni ses 225 Florida .&venue, i ! J e T J e  I (Square 
3 0 9 8 ,  Lot 55). 

DISPOSITION: The Board DENIED the application hv ii vo te  of 
John G. Parsons, ~ i l l i a r n  F, Tk?Intoeh, 

Douglas J e  Patton and Charles R. Plorris to 
d e n v ,  Carrie T ' h o r n h i l l  not present I not  
voting) I 

FTPJAJI DATE 00 ORDER: JUl57 25, 1983 

O R D E R  

The applicant on August 4 ,  1983, filed 5 tirnelv Plo"' Lion 
€or Rec-ons ide ra t ion  of the denial of the application. The 
motion rcuested that the Poard reconsider its decision f o r  
t h e  following reasons: 

1. The p r o p e r t y  h a s  been placed on the market f o r  
sale twice in recent vears and failed to se l l  d u e  
to the economic difficulties foreseen hy 
prospective hu17ers i n  using the propertly as 
presentlv cctnfi qured. 

2. It is extrenely difficult to rent the third f l o o r  
o f  the premises due to the absence of k i t c h e n  and 
hathronr? facilities. T'he hiah ~ ~ a c a n c ~  rate 
creates a financial hardship on t h e  applicant. 

3. The parking impact on the neighborhood would be 
less t h a n  that currently created by lase of t h e  
premises as a rooming house, contrarv to the A 1 7 G P ~  
position that ?he grant incx a€ the requested relicf 
would adverse lv  impact  the p a r k i n g  s i t u a t i o n  in 
the area. 
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Upon consideration of the r ' o t ion  a n d  i t s  F i n a l  O r d e r ,  
t h e  Board c o n c l u d e s  that t h e  a p p l i c a n t  h a s  P a i l e d  t o  
e s t a b l i s h  t h a t  t h e  B o a r d  had committee", anv s u b s t a n t i a l  e r r o r  
i n  d e c i d i n g  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n ,  T h e  i s s u e  of e x i s t i n q  adverse 
pc7rkinq c o n d i t i o n s  i n  the drea was p r e s e n t e d  at t h e  p u b i i c  
h e a r i n g  and  c o n s i d e r e d  hv t h e  Board ,  The i s s u e  of financial. 
h a r d s h i p  does n o t  j u s t i f y  t h e  g r a n t i n q  of a n  area v a r i a n c e .  
p;io material Ly d i  f q e r e n t  e v i d e n c e  h a s  been  s u b m i t t e d  i n  
s u p p o r t  of t h e  Notion f o r  R e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  t h a t  the Board has  
n o t  p r e v i o u s l y  c o n s i d e r e d ,  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  i t  i s  ORDEPFP that 
t h e  l l o t i o n  i s  D E N I E D ,  

UZCISION DATF: September  7, 1 9 8 3  

VC7TE: 3-0  ElWilliam F.  E'icbntosli, \ ' a l te r  R, I,ewis and 
C h a r l e s  R. Norris t o  deny ;  C a r r i e  Thornhill not 
v o t i n c f ,  n o t  having h e a r d  the case;  Doualzs d, 
Patton n o t  p r e s e n t ,  n o t  vn t ju lq )  (1 

ATTESTED BY:: 
STEVEN E ,  SHER 
E x e c u t i v e  D i r e c t o r  


